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Claims 7-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

It appears that user signals could not be from host server computers as recited in 
lines 7-8 of claim 7 because the system (the plurality of host server computers) is 
remote from the users. See recitations in the preamble. Rather, the user signals are 
remotely from users via a network. See Figure 6. The only circuits connected to the 
private servers are the multiplexer/demultiplexer which is further connected to a tunnel 
switch. 

Applicants are requested to identify each of the components of claim 7 in the 
drawings under 37 CFR 1 .83 (a). Applicants are further requested to correspond each 
of the independent claims to one of the figures. 

Functions of the switching mechanism and the multiplexing/demultiplexing are 
vague and indefinite. Both the switching mechanism and the multiplexing/demultiplexing 
are recited for routing user signals to the host server computers. See claims 7, 10 for 



In line 7 of claim 10, there is no antecedent basis for "the network". Note that the 
term "network" in line 7 does not appear to be referring to the private network. 

Scope of claim 13 is not clear. The preamble calls for a method for locating and 
managing private network services. However, the claim combination recites steps for 
receiving and routing transmission. No locating and managing private network services 
are seen. 



examples. 
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Scope of claim 19 is not clear. The preamble recites a method for performing 
private network services using private addresses in a location remote from private 
network users. No such method is seen in the claim combination. Following the steps 
recited in claim 19 does not result in performing private network services using private 
addresses in a location remote from private network users. Structures or associations of 
the contents of the customer lookup table and the customer forwarding tables are not 
clear. 

With respect to address overlap recited in the preamble of claims 19, 20, 24 and 
31, Applicants probably mean addresses of the address spaces overlap and not the 
addresses overlap. Note that the system would not work if addresses overlap. 

Scope of claim 20 is not clear. It is not clear what "a method for a private network 
to use private network services" means and how the sending and the receiving steps as 
recited would implement such a method. 

Scope of claim 24 is not clear. Following the steps as recited in the claim 
combination does not result in creating software architecture as desired. 

In claim 29, there is no functional relationship between the method steps. It is not 
seen how the method steps as recited could switch signals as recited. 

In claim 31 , no managing of virtual servers using overlap private addresses is 
seen in the method steps. 

There is no functional relationship between the steps of dependent claims 32 and 
parent claims 31 . 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
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The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. The specification fails to disclose program codes for switching signals as 
recited in claims 29-30 and program codes for managing virtual servers as recited in 
claims 31-32. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ramanathan (6,286,047) or Barrera ((6,247,057). 

See at least the abstract (last 3 lines) and claim 1 1c in Ramanathan. See column 
2, lines 10-12 and column 5, lines 1-3 in Barrera. Both Ramanathan and Barrera teach 
a system having a plurality of host computers executing a plurality of private virtual 
servers, each private virtual server associated with a private address space and 
providing private network services to a plurality of private network users located 
remotely from the private virtual servers. Multiplexing/demultipluxing is inherent in 
network system. See router 20, hub 18 and POP 16 in Ramanathan. It is also inherent 
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to assign a logical address space to each virtual server. It is further inherent that logical 
address spaces of devices such as private virtual servers are not overlap because 
otherwise it would not work. Neither Ramanathan nor Barrera teach that the system is 
for locating and managing private network services. It is the position of the examiner 
that since both Ramanathan and Barrera meet the limitations recited in the claim 
combination, the systems of both Ramanathan and Barrera can be used for locating 
and managing private network services. 




DAVID Y. ENG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



